Associations among three dimensions of parenting (support, behavioral control, psychological control) and measures of adolescent depression, delinquency, and academic achievement were assessed in a sample of African American youth. All data were adolescent self-reports by way of school-administered questionnaires in random samples of classrooms in southeastern U.S. metropolitan areas. Path analysis revealed several associations between parenting dimensions and youth outcomes, including negative relationships between paternal support and depression and between parental behavioral control and delinquency. Group comparisons (by youth grade level, gender, and family socioeconomic status [SES]) were also conducted, and no age or SES differences were noted.
A t least two major points of consistency can be found in the research on parent-child socialization. First, several key dimensions of parenting behavior have been consistently associated with child/adolescent wellbeing and optimal functioning: support, behavioral control, and psychological control/autonomy (Barber, 1997; Garber, Robinson, & Valentiner, 1997; Steinberg, Dornbusch, & Brown, 1992; . Second, most of what is understood about the socialization process is based on studies of majority culture, European American families (Spencer & Dornbusch, 1990) . The purpose of this study is to expand on these two points of consistency by investigating the relationships between key parenting dimensions and outcome behaviors for African American youth.
Parenting Dimensions and Methodological Issues
Numerous studies and review articles published during the past 50 years provide evidence of the important role that parental support and control play in the lives of children/adolescents (e.g., Lamborn & Felbab, 2003; Peterson & Rollins, 1987) . Parental support is generally conceptualized as the level of acceptance or warmth that parents express toward their children. Relative to the socialization process in African American families, support (maternal and/or paternal) has been found to be related to indicators of prosocial adjustment in adolescents, such as academic achievement (e.g., Bean, Bush, McKenry, & Wilson, 2003; S. Kim, Brody, & Murry, 2003) , self-esteem (e.g., Bean et al., 2003) , and lower depression (Mounts, 2004; Zimmerman, Ramirez-Valles, Zapert, & Maton, 2000) .
Support is consistently regarded as an essential feature in the normal development of children and adolescents, but there has been far less consensus regarding the concept of control and its relationship to child and adolescent behavior. Control has sometimes been examined as an aspect of effective parenting, and, at other times, it has been treated as an indication of negative, domineering parenting (Peterson & Rollins, 1987) . Noting the lack of conceptual clarity and the mixed findings that have resulted, some researchers have followed Schaefer (1965) and separated control into two distinct forms: behavioral and psychological (e.g., Barber, 1996 Barber, , 2002 Garber et al., 1997; Gray & Steinberg, 1999) . In accordance with this distinction, behavioral control refers to the provision of regulation or structure on the child's behavioral world, with higher levels being associated with better adolescent functioning. In contrast, psychological control is generally considered to have negative effects on child and adolescent well-being as it refers to intrusion and manipulation of the child's psychological world (e.g., constraining verbal interactions, invalidation of feelings; see Barber, 2002 , for a detailed review). On occasion, psychological control items are reverse coded and the construct is presented as psychological autonomy, a positive socializing influence (e.g., Herman, Dornbusch, Herron, & Herting, 1997) .
A number of studies have examined behavioral control or monitoring as it relates to delinquency and other youth outcomes in African American families (e.g., Smith & Krohn, 1995; . Brody (2003) suggested, based on longitudinal data, that maternal monitoring is a significant factor in predicting lower levels of adolescent delinquency in African American children and early adolescents.
In general, psychological control has not received as much research attention as have the other two domains of parental behavior (Barber, 2002) , and this is particularly so for African Americans. Nevertheless, there is still evidence suggesting that psychological control is a relevant factor in the parenting process for some African American families (e.g., Bean et al., 2003; Steinberg et al., 1991) , particularly when examined in relation to delinquency (e.g., Mason, Cauce, Gonzales, & Hiraga, 1996) .
Whether examined separately or in aggregated form (i.e., combined to form parenting styles typologies), support and behavioral control have been found to be consistently related to higher social and academic achievement and to fewer problem behaviors in children and adolescents, whereas psychological control has been found to be related to more problems and lower achievement (e.g., Barber, Olsen, & Shagle, 1994; Maccoby & Martin, 1983; Schaefer, 1965; Steinberg et al., 1991) . It should also be noted that these associations between parenting dimensions and youth outcomes have been observed, whether parenting behaviors were assessed with adolescent reports (e.g., Bean et al., 2003; Lamborn et al., 1991; Mounts, 2004) or parent reports (e.g., Garber et al., 1997; S. Kim et al., 2003; Smith & Krohn, 1995) .
Yet despite the frequency with which associations have been found between these parenting dimensions and adolescent outcomes, a more precise understanding of these relationships has been frustrated. When the parenting dimensions have been studied, they have either been examined one or two at a time (dimensional approach) or they have been aggregated in some fashion to form a parenting style (typological approach). Unfortunately, both approaches contain certain methodological weaknesses. Inherent in the dimensional approach is the risk of overstating or misinterpreting the effect of one dimension if it is examined without the other two dimensions because the three are significantly related and often co-vary (Garber et al., 1997; Steinberg et al., 1991) . According to the typological approach, parents are typed as having a particular parenting style by using a combination of parenting behavior scores (e.g., Lamborn et al., 1991; Maccoby & Martin, 1983) . The most notable problem associated with this approach is that when parenting dimensions are aggregated, the individual contributions of each dimension cannot be isolated and examined (Barber, Stolz, Olsen, & Maughan, 2004) . Use of a typological approach also prompts concern about whether the parenting processes being examined are representative because, in some cases, 50% to 70% of parents have been excluded from study because they could not be typed as having a "pure" parenting style (e.g., Dornbusch, Ritter, Leiderman, Roberts, & Fraleigh, 1987; K. Kim & Rohner, 2002; Lamborn et al., 1991) . Finally, the use of parenting typologies has led to some protests of ethnocentric bias when the authoritative parenting style has been applied to non-European American ethnic groups (Chao, 2001; Nucci, 1994; Ogbu, 1981) and to questions of cultural relevance when the parenting styles have been found to be inconsistently related to outcomes in non-European American youth (e.g., Dornbusch et al., 1987; Steinberg et al., 1991) .
When support, behavioral control, and psychological control are examined together but as separate dimensions, the individual effect of each parenting dimension can be isolated and studied within a context of the other important socializing factors. In this manner the unique and joint effects of the parenting dimensions can be examined. This shift in methodology is not meant to challenge the dimensions' documented co-occurrence or the usefulness of the parenting typologies. Instead, given the consistency with which the parenting dimensions have been linked to various youth outcomes, it seems important to examine more closely the particulars of this association between parenting and youth behaviors .
Another indication of this study's intention to examine more specific aspects of the parent-teen relationship is found in its exploration of the association between youth outcomes and parenting, as reported for both mothers and fathers. Numerous researchers have observed the conceptual bias of assessing parenting through mothers' behavior alone (e.g., Bean et al., 2003) , and it has been noted that "there is a glaring absence of literature about teenfather relationships" (Day & Acock, 2004, p. 277) . In recent years, greater attention has been focused on the role of fathers in the lives of children; however, the overall lack of findings makes it difficult to develop empirically supported hypotheses, particularly for African Americans, whereby the role of fathers has received even less research attention (McAdoo, 1997) .
Parenting and Ethnicity
Two main ideas have figured prominently in past analyses of ethnicity and parenting: ethnic equivalence and cultural values models (Lamborn & Felbab, 2003) . Ethnic equivalence models emphasize the commonality of parent-child socialization experiences and suggest that parenting behaviors are similarly related to child/adolescent outcomes regardless of family ethnicity. In contrast, cultural-values models indicate that parenting behaviors are differentially related to outcome behaviors based on the ethnicity of the family because the family's ecological context influences the interpretation of both parenting and outcome variables.
Given the numerous studies found to support each of these polarized views, it is premature to conclude that the truth lies somewhere other than in the middle, where aspects of parent-child socialization can be found to differ based on sociodemographic factors yet still can be remarkably similar in other ways across cultural/ethnic groups. Prior research using the methodological approach proposed here (i.e., examining all three parenting dimensions together but in disaggregated form) have been remarkably consistent in their findings across a variety of ethnic and cultural groups. For example, the following associations, which were also examined in this study, have been found in studies of adolescents in nations and ethnic groups in Africa, Asia, Europe, the Middle East, and North and South America : (a) a negative relationship between support and depression (e.g., Barber et al., 2004; Eccles, Early, Frasier, Belansky, & McCarthy, 1997; Garber et al., 1997; Gray & Steinberg, 1999) , (b) a negative relationship between behavioral control and delinquency (e.g., Barber et al., 1994; Barber et al., 2004; Eccles et al., 1997; Herman et al., 1997) , (c) a positive relationship between psychological control and depression (Barber et al., 1994; Barber et al., 2004; Eccles et al., 1997; Garber et al., 1997; Herman et al., 1997) , and (d) a positive relationship between psychological control and delinquency Eccles et al., 1997; Herman et al., 1997) .
The hypothesized model in Figure 1 specifies relationships observed in past research (as mentioned above), along with two additional sets of associations. The first set is the relationships between parenting dimensions (i.e., behavioral and psychological control) and youth grade point average (GPA). Consistent with the available research, it is hypothesized that psychological control would be negatively, and behavioral control would be positively, related to academic grades (Eccles et al., 1997; Gray & Steinberg, 1999; Herman et al., 1997; Steinberg, Elmen, & Mounts, 1989) . Youth GPA was included in this study as a measure of youth functioning to capture a more varied expression of adolescent well-being and to allow for comparison with the numerous studies conducted from the typological approach in which GPA, delinquency, and depression are the most common outcome variables (e.g., Gray & Steinberg, 1999; Herman et al., 1997; Steinberg et al., 1989) .
The second set of relationships that were examined is the association between support (maternal and paternal) and adolescent delinquency. The hypothesis of a significant (negative) relationship between these variables is particularly relevant to parent-child socialization in African American families as it relates to the concept of "no-nonsense parenting" (Brody & Flor, 1998) . No-nonsense parenting is characterized by high levels of affection/support and high levels of control, is viewed as a primary deterrent to antisocial behavior, and is believed to "communicate to the child that the parent is vigilant and concerned for the child's welfare" (Brody & Flor, 1998, p. 805) . This study's partial reliance on previous research findings from multinational samples is indicative of an ethnic equivalence model. However, consistent with a cultural-values perspective, the associations between parental support and adolescent delinquency were examined as a culturally specific socialization pattern in African American families.
Method Participants
The adolescent respondents were from the Tennessee Adolescents in Families Project, a 1990, school-based, self-reported survey of 5th, 8th, and 10th graders from 14 schools in the Knox County school system (Barber et al., 1994) . The African American subsample included 109 females and 93 males and was evenly divided by grade. One hundred forty-one students (69%) were from lower-income families, based on their participation in subsidized lunch programs, and the remaining 61 students (31%) were from middleincome homes. Students qualified for lunch programs based on family income level. All students were encouraged to apply for lunch subsidy; however, it is possible for a parent to decline program participation because of the stigma of poverty or other concerns. The 5th-grade portion of the sample averaged 11.3. years of age, 8th graders averaged 14 years, and 10th graders averaged 15.9 years.
Sixty respondents lived with both their biological parents, 25 lived with at least one biological parent and a stepparent, 100 lived with one parent (generally the mother), and the remaining 17 lived with other nonparent relatives or guardians. Respondents were asked questions regarding mother's and father's parenting behaviors regardless of living arrangements, and participants rated parenting done by noncustodial parents as well. Thirty-five adolescents did not report on father's parenting; however, means and intercepts were estimated for path analysis. These data were considered to be "missing at random," and no evidence was found to suggest that their inclusion would bias the sample. This determination was made based on findings that respondents reporting on paternal parenting and those not reporting were not found to differ significantly in t tests of continuous variables (i.e., youth GPA, delinquency, depression, and age; and maternal education, support, behavioral control, and psychological control) and chi-square tests of categorical variables (i.e., family socioeconomic status [SES] and youth gender).
Measures
Support. Parental support was measured using the 10-item acceptance subscale from the 30-item revision of the Child Report of Parent Behavior Inventory (CRPBI; Barber, 1996; Schaefer, 1965) . Students were asked to report how well items described their mothers and fathers using responses ranging from 1 (not like her/him) to 3 (a lot like her/him). Sample items included (a) "smiles at me very often" and (b) "gives me a lot of care and attention," with higher scores indicating greater levels of reported support from parents.
The CRPBI has been used extensively as a measure of perceived parenting with a variety of cultural and ethnic groups (e.g., Bradford et al., 2003; Krishnakumar, Buehler, & Barber, 2004) , and the acceptance subscale has been demonstrated to be equivalent, based on confirmatory factor analysis and item response theory procedures, for both European American and African American youth (Krishnakumar et al., 2004 ). Cronbach's alpha coefficients were found to be .85 for maternal acceptance and .90 for paternal acceptance.
Behavioral control. Behavioral control was measured using a five-item parental monitoring/knowledge scale often used in the study of ethnically diverse adolescents and their families (e.g., Bradford et al., 2003; Brown, Mounts, Lamborn, & Steinberg, 1993; . Participants reported on how much they think their parents (not differentiated by mother/father) "really know" about their activities such as (a) "where you go at night" and (b) "where you are most afternoons after school." Krishnakumar et al. (2004) examined this measure of perceived parenting for cross-ethnic equivalence (conceptual, scalar, operational) and found it to be equally valid for both European American and African American samples. Higher scores reflected greater perceived behavioral control by parents, and, in terms of reliability, a Cronbach's alpha coefficient of .76 was found.
Psychological control. Psychological control was measured using the 10-item psychological control subscale from the 30-item revision of the CRPBI (Barber, 1996; Schaefer, 1965) . The subscale has been found to be equally valid for both African American and European American samples (Krishnakumar et al., 2004) ; however, a modification was made to further ensure its application to an African American sample. Krishnakumar et al. (2004) found that one item (i.e., "says if I really cared for him/her I would not do things that caused her/him to worry") was particularly problematic when examining fathers' parenting because of the inconsistency in results when comparing ethnic groups and when exploring within-group differences. For this reason, this item was dropped when calculating paternal psychological control.
As a measure of perceived parenting, respondents were asked to mark the degree to which items described their mothers and fathers, with responses ranging from 1 (not like her/him) to 3 (a lot like her/him). Sample items included (a) "is always trying to change me" and (b) "wants to control whatever I do." Higher scores represented greater perceived levels of psychological control. Cronbach's alpha reliability coefficients were .73 for mothers and .76 for fathers.
Academic grade point average. GPA came from the student's self-report, which has been found to be strongly correlated (.75) with GPA taken from official school records (Dornbusch et al., 1987) . Respondents were asked to choose from nine different levels of grades ranging from "mostly As" to "mostly Fs." Responses were reverse coded so that higher scores represent higher GPAs.
Delinquency. Antisocial behavior was measured using the 13-item delinquency subscale from the Child Behavior Checklist-Youth Self-Report (CBCL-YSR; Achenbach & Edelbrock, 1987) , with sample items including (a) "I run away from home" and (b) "I steal things at home." Responses ranged from 0 (not true) to 2 (very true or often true), with higher scores representing higher levels of delinquency. The CBCL-YSR has been used extensively with children and adolescents from various ethnic groups, and ethnic differences have been found to be minimal when controlling for SES (Achenbach, 1991) . The Cronbach's alpha coefficient was found to be .63 for the research sample.
Depression. Depression was measured using the 10-item depression subscale score from the CBCL-YSR (Achenbach & Edelbrock, 1987) , with sample items including (a) "I am unhappy, sad, or depressed" and (b) "I feel worthless or inferior." Responses ranged 0 (not true) to 2 (very true or often true), with higher scores representing higher levels of depression. The CBCL-YSR has been used extensively with children and adolescents from various ethnic groups, and ethnic differences have been found to be minimal when controlling for SES (Achenbach, 1991) . In terms of reliability for this study, the Cronbach's alpha coefficient was .78.
Analysis
Path analysis was used to explore the relationships between maternal and paternal parenting dimensions and the youth outcome variables using AMOS 5.0 (Arbuckle, 2003) . Sample size precluded the use of latent variables with multiple indicators; hence, scale scores for each of the constructs were used as single-item indicators.
In examining the parenting models, several parameters were estimated including (a) path coefficients between each exogenous (parenting) variable and each of the three endogenous (outcome) variables, (b) coefficients among the exogenous variables, and (c) relationships among the error terms/residuals for the equations. Arguments can be found for the comorbidity or reciprocal causality between any two of the three endogenous variables; however, research findings were more consistent in justifying the modeling of error terms for delinquency and depression (e.g., Garnefski & Diekstra, 1997) and for delinquency and academic grades (e.g., Brook & Newcomb, 1995; Tanner, Davies, & O'Grady, 1999 ).
The hypothesized model was examined using all respondents (i.e., male and female youth, all ages) to be consistent with recent studies using this same methodological approach (e.g., Barber, 2002; Herman et al., 1997) . Group comparisons were then conducted to determine whether the resultant model and, more specifically, the path coefficients differed for youth grade levels, SES subgroups, and between male and female adolescents. Rather than assume sociodemographic equivalence, these group comparisons were conducted to explore the possibility of developmental-, SES-, and/or genderbased differences in parent-child socialization in African American families.
Group comparisons followed the procedure set out by Bollen (1989; see also Bartle-Haring, 1997) by fitting the data separately for each group and then using a chi-square difference test to examine the question of group equivalence. This is done by first establishing a "baseline" or unconstrained model, referred to as hypothesis of form or H-form, in which all parameters are unconstrained. Using H-form as comparison, the model is run again, with the path coefficients constrained to be invariant between groups, and the chi-squares for the two models are compared. If the chi-square difference test is found to be significant, this indicates a group difference (e.g., males versus females) in the nature of the relationships between the parenting dimensions and youth outcomes.
Results
Means and standard deviations for all study variables are presented in Table 1 . Bivariate correlations were calculated among the parenting variables, among the youth behavior measures, and between the parenting and youth behavior variables (see Table 2 ). Correlations were consistent with previous studies in terms of direction and significance (e.g., Barber et al., 2004; Herman et al., 1997) , with the following exceptions: (a) Paternal psychological control was not correlated with depression, (b) maternal support was not correlated with depression, (c) paternal psychological control was negatively correlated with delinquency, and (d) psychological control and support were positively correlated for fathers. Correlation findings provided support for the modeling of error terms because all correlations among the outcome variables were found to be significant and in the expected direction, except in the case of depression and GPA as predicted.
Path Analysis
Fit indices for the models were well within acceptable ranges, indicating a very good fit between the model and data (see Figure 2) . Two of the specific hypothesized associations between parenting behavior and youth outcome that were evident in past studies were found to be significant here: (a) Parental behavioral control negatively related to delinquency, and (b) paternal support negatively related to depression. Also, consistent with the culturally specific hypothesis, paternal support was found to be significantly/negatively related to delinquency. In contrast with the original hypothesized relationships, maternal support and psychological control (both maternal and paternal) were not Bean et al. / Parenting and Youth Behaviors 1345 significantly related to any youth outcomes. Unexpectedly, paternal psychological control was found to be positively related to paternal support, and these parenting dimensions have been found, on a consistent basis, to be negatively related.
Group Comparisons
As seen in Table 3 , group comparisons by youth grade level and family SES yielded a consistent set of findings. In these two group comparison models, the chi-square difference test yielded nonsignificant results. This indicates that support, behavioral control, and psychological control did not differ significantly by youth grade level or family SES in their associations with the various youth variables. In contrast, chi-square difference tests were significant by youth gender, indicating differential path coefficients between the parenting dimensions and outcome variables for boys and girls. Coefficient values are presented in Table 4 and are consistent in direction and very similar in strength for the two gender groups. There were, however, some differences, with the largest discrepancies appearing in the relationships between paternal support and delinquency and between paternal psychological control and delinquency. In both cases, the larger coefficients were for girls, and as such, it is no surprise that more of the variance in delinquency was explained for girls (R 2 = .20) than for boys (R 2 = .13). In summary, several specific hypothesized relationships between the parenting dimensions and the youth outcomes were found to be significant for every grade and SES level and for both boys and girls. These included (a) paternal support and depression, (b) parental behavioral control and delinquency, and (c) paternal support and delinquency. Several other hypothesized associations were not found to be significant including (a) psychological Bean et al. / Parenting and Youth Behaviors 1347 
Discussion
This article extended the current literature on the parent-adolescent relationship by testing a disaggregated model of parenting (for both mothering and fathering) and common measures of adolescent functioning. These findings suggest that this methodological approach may be contextually relevant to African Americans, along with the other cultural groups with which it has been used Garber et al., 1997; Herman et al., 1997) . In particular, this approach is useful in identifying instances in which, based on bivariate correlation analysis, one could otherwise conclude that all three parenting dimensions are related to a specific youth outcome (i.e., see Table 1 , where all three dimensions of fathering are significantly related to delinquency). This finding is important because not once did all three parenting domains contribute significantly to any of the measures of youth functioning as has been implicitly assumed in typology-based studies of parenting styles. In fact, it appears that support and behavioral control may be related to youth functioning in unique ways, whereas psychological control appears to be unrelated to adolescent outcomes as measured. These specialized relationships are discussed in more detail here.
Support
Paternal support was found to be significantly and negatively related to youth depression for every group regardless of child's gender, grade level, or family income level. Given the consistency with which this same association has been found in the United States and abroad (e.g., Garber et al., 1997; Gray & Steinberg, 1999; Herman et al., 1997) , it appears that when youth experience their caregivers as accepting and supportive, they are less likely to be depressed, regardless of ethnicity, nationality, or other sociodemographic differences. Additional research is required to better understand the mechanism through which support facilitates lower depression in African American youth; however, several studies appear to rule out the notion that support functions as a buffering agent insulating youth from their environmental stressors (e.g., Grant et al., 2002; Zimmerman et al., 2000) .
Although the relationship between paternal support and depression represent findings consistent with an ethnic equivalence model, there remains the culturalvalues-related finding of a nonsignificant association between maternal support and depression. Limited by the fact that mothering and fathering behaviors have not often been examined together (for reasons associated with a bias toward maternal parenting and/or the lack of corresponding data; Phares & Compas, 1992) , it is difficult to determine the rationale for the said nonfinding. However, one possible conclusion is that paternal support may be more pivotal in relation to youth outcomes in African American families; not in the sense that it is more important but rather that it varies more and is less of a constant compared to maternal support. Rationale for this argument can be found in findings noted here and in other studies (e.g., McCabe, Clark, & Barnett, 1999) , in which maternal support variables were found to be more stable (less variant) in their distribution. Further study is required to replicate this finding and to determine whether the differential influence of mothers and fathers in African American families is unique (consistent with a cultural values model) in this regard.
Paternal support was also significantly and negatively related to delinquency for every gender, grade level, and SES subgroup. Based on these findings, it appears that feeling loved and accepted by fathers also helps African American youth avoid antisocial or delinquent behaviors. Interestingly, although support and delinquency have been found to be related in some multiethnic samples (e.g., Eccles et al., 1997; Gray & Steinberg, 1999) , this relationship has not been found in the primarily European American samples that have followed the same multivariate methodological approach used here (e.g., Herman et al., 1997) . Given the more stressful environmental context for many African American children (Grant et al., 2000; Zimmerman et al., 2000) , it is very likely that these youth receive a lower "dose" of support from school and societal socializing agents (compared to European Americans), making parental support much more crucial for this ethnic group.
In parallel to the nonfinding noted above, maternal support was not found to be significantly related to youth delinquency. Grant et al. (2000) , in their study of African American youth, concluded that close relationships with fathers (but not mothers) were key protective factors against externalizing behavior for boys and girls. In studying the role that parents play in relation to environmental stress, Grant et al. (2000) suggested that fathers are better positioned to protect adolescents from stressors and prevent their delinquency because they are absent from the home (because of work or nonresidence) and are, consequently, more removed from the family stress. On the other hand, mothers are likely to be exposed to the same stressor type and intensity as the children because they spend greater amounts of time with the children, and with this exposure, their resources (emotional or otherwise) are diminished and they are less able to function as a buffering agent for their children.
Behavioral Control
Behavioral control was found to be negatively related to delinquency for African American youth. This finding is in accordance with previous studies of African Americans (e.g., Eccles et al., 1997; Mason et al., 1996) , European Americans, and non-U.S. samples Bradford et al., 2004) . This finding offers additional support for the long-held idea that when parents monitor their child's free-time and after-school behavior, they help reduce opportunities for delinquency. Some recent work has criticized the monitoring scale used here, observing that it is actually a measure of parental knowledge rather than monitoring behaviors . These studies found that approximately half of the variance in parental monitoring could be explained by youth disclosure of their activities to parents. Although this criticism is understandable and has led us to refer to this measure as parental monitoring/knowledge, it is premature to conclude that it does not index parental control. Indeed, when controlling for youth disclosure in these same studies (i.e., , monitoring/knowledge was still found to be significantly related to several aspects of adolescent externalized problems. This same monitoring/knowledge scale continues to be used in studies of parenting and youth behaviors (e.g., Fletcher, Steinberg, & Williams-Wheeler, 2004; Laird, Pettit, Bates, & Dodge, 2003) .
Psychological Control
Recent studies that include the variable of parental psychological control with European American families (e.g., Barber, 1996; Garber et al., 1997) and several non-U.S. cultures (see Barber, 2002 , for a review) suggest that psychological control contributes to internalized problems, such as depression and anxiety, because the parent intrudes into the adolescent's own sense of self. Numerous studies (e.g., Bradford et al., 2004; Mason et al., 1996) have also observed a significant relationship between psychological control and externalized behavioral problems, such as delinquency. However, in this sample of African American families, psychological control was not found to be related to any of the three outcome variables in the multivariate analyses. Although it is premature to discount the relevance of psychological control for African Americans, the nonfindings at the multivariate level and the unexpected findings at the bivariate level (i.e., paternal psychological control positively related to paternal support and negatively related to delinquency) clearly demonstrate the need for additional study. In fact, the mixed findings and nonfindings related to this parenting dimension present a strong argument for using a cultural-values approach to better understand the psychological control construct (originally formulated using European Americans) in terms of its cultural relevance to African American families.
Finally, in a finding that has relevance to all three dimensions, none of the parenting domains was significantly related to academic achievement. Although consistent with other studies that similarly found these parenting dimensions (albeit in aggregated form) to be unrelated to grades for African American adolescents (e.g., Dornbusch et al., 1987; Steinberg et al., 1994) , one cannot disregard evidence that parental behavior does make a difference in the school performance of African American youth (Hrabowski, Maton, & Greif, 1998) . This suggests the need for a cultural-values model to identify which specific parenting behaviors, if not these three dimensions, lead to academic success for African American students. Peterson and Rollins (1987) concluded that most attempts to study the parenting process have weaknesses and strengths. Among the strengths found in this particular study are that (a) the parenting domains were separated so that the individual effect of each could be examined along with the other parenting behaviors, (b) a comprehensive model containing the primary parenting domains was examined along with several key measures of adolescent functioning, (c) a combined model of maternal and paternal (perceived) parenting behaviors was examined, (d) the model and specific relationships were examined across several key sociodemographic factors, and (e) the sample was African American, an underresearched group in terms of parenting.
Conclusion
The study's limitations included the use of cross-sectional data, indicating a need for more longitudinal data to more fully determine causality in the associations as theorized. Also, there was no external confirmation of the youth's reports on parenting behavior or own behavior, which can raise some question about the accuracy of their self-assessment and/or perception of parenting by mothers/fathers. Finally, there is a concern regarding statistical power given the chi-square sensitivity to sample size. Although the sample size used here can be considered appropriate given recommendations from various resources (e.g., Bentler & Chou, 1987; Loehlin, 1992) , another source indicates the possibility of inadequate statistical power. For example, Loehlin (1998, Appendix I) estimates the power to test for poor fit to be approximately .46 for a sample of 200 with eight degrees of freedom. This certainly falls short of the optimal .90, suggests caution in interpreting findings, and provides justification for additional study. On the other hand, it is important to note that the other reported fit indices that are not influenced by sample size all indicate a good fit between the data and model (i.e., CFI, TLI, RMSEA).
Additional study is clearly needed to verify the findings noted here; however, it appears that several of the consistently observed associations between parenting and youth behaviors may have relevance to African Americans. Although a certain discrepancy with the existing literature was uncovered, these findings are important because they help focus more specific attention on the parent-adolescent socialization process in African American families and note the unique contributions of the parenting dimensions that have often been aggregated in previous work.
